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OTHERWISE 
«NON. TALI AUXILIO, 
ALIAS 


THE WRAGG—d EDITOR 
Ok a little Miſcellaneous Compilation, 


4 bk ** 


CALLED, 


s 4 Dialogue betwiæt a Maſter . and his | 


Scholar, Sc. 


BEING INTENDED 


As a Curb to the Petulance of a diſappointed Author, 5 


whoſe Compoſition would not be worthy of farther : 
Notice, were it not to prevent the public from 


being prejudiced againſt thoſe reſpectable Vehicles 


of literary Information under whoſe well-pointed 


1 8 he bars labours. 


OE « Ceaſe, Scribbler, ceaſe, nor take ſuch mighty pains, = 


PRINTED. AT THE BRITISH PRESS: >. - - 


And Sold by all Bookſellers i in Town and Corrs 8 


13789.—Price Two Pence. 
* (Entered — to AR of Parliament. * 
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| MOST PROFOUND SIR, | 


, } *HE noble art of printing Was never mote. 
| abuſed, than in the preſent age. Almoſt 
every ſcribbling blockhead, who can diverſify the 


letters of the alphabet, now aſſumes the venerable _ 


| charatter of an author. If he be frugal in pecuni- 
ary matters (which, however, ſeldom fails to 
be the caſe), he collects enough {ſubſcriptions _ 
amongſt his acquaintances, to defray the charges | 


of publication; then an additional number * : 


copies are thrown off, for public and general fale; 
and he vainly ſuppoles this bantling of lus chaotic 
fancy to be as fair and beautiful as any the moſt 
amiable production. Nor can the impartial publie 
be judges, pro /e, till after having ventured upon 
5 purchaſe—w hen 'tis too late to be wiſe. Hence : 
ſpring the excellence and utility of periodical re- 
. By their means, the wretched productions 
As yn oe. ien 
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which are daily obtruded on our notice, are in a 
great meaſure diſarmed of their purpoſes, and liberal 


readers accordingly ſecured againſt N impoſi- 


tion and impoſture. Indeed, the Britiſh preſs labours 
ſo intenſely faſt with inſtances thereof, that room 


can ſcarcely be found in our critical repoſitories to 


enter a caveat againſt them as they reſpectively 
ariſe. But the diſcerning part of readers are gener- 
ally wife enough to wait the deciſions of thoſe 
learned judges whole peculiar and honourable pro- 


vince it is to give writers their due. Nor do the 


iraſcible effuſions of diſappointed vanity afterwards 
avail much. There is no doubt but you have 
found it ſo. Your abuſive advertiſements in the 
newſpapers are founded upon an entirely wrong 
_ conception of your own abilities, and the nature 
of literary journals in general. You complain, 
that only the former part of your book was ad- 
verted to, which is level to the meaneſt capacity; 
rhereas the latter part being purely metaphy ſical, 
none but the learned could be competent judges 
of. What conſummate wanity is exhibited here! 
What a conſequential author (would youperſuade 
us) you muſt be, to have produced what none but 
ſeientiſic readers are competent to underſtand! 
Becauſe the Analytical Reviewer did not aſſign you 
that applauſe which alone would have been due, had 
the dialogue been original; you muſt charge him 


2 with incapacity for his office! You muſt 


know, that it is not incumbent upon either of our 
Reviews, to make a long preamble upon any 
books (eſpecially /mall tracts, which diſplay no- 
thing but what is common, the reſult of ordi- 
nary abilities. With reſpect to ſuch it is, there- 
tore, ſulhcient if they Juſt patticularize che tles. 


etch 


1 goo 


ſketch out the principal contents. 254 ſupera 
a word of advice to the public. The reviewers 


are chargeable with nothing on your behalf, except 


a too great degree of candour and generoſity. 1 
they poſſeſſed more leiſure and ſeverity, the preſent 
ſtrictures might have been withheld. And fo they 


certainly would, had you been ſatisfied when you : 


was well off. But plagiariſts, for the moſt part, wear 


ſuch brazen foreheads, that they will not lie ſtill, titl- 


they be publicly and completely expoſed. This, 


therefore, muſt now be done, for the Joint ad- 


vantage of the world and you. For theirs' ; leſt 


they ſhould be * diſappointed by your long bill of 
fare; & and ſo encourage you to prepare another: 
and, ſecondly, for your future and real benefit; 


as 1t may tend to convince you (if you are wiſe) 


of your own inadequacy to write, or ever to de- 
ceive profeſſional critics. After having palmed 
the reaſonings and remarks of other men upon the 
public, for your own, ſurely you might have _ 
been content with the probability of impoling on 
a great number of ordinary readers, and of prepoſ- 
_- Telling their uninformed judgments i in your favour, 
as a fine ſcholar. But the copies perhaps not 


going off may have fruſtrated all thas, and ſo vallly 


_ iriitated your temper, that you will neither give 


them away nor ſell them as waſte paper, till we 
have abundantly proved their inſignificance. Let 


5 us then begin the inveſtigation. Inſtead of ſub- 
joining to' your tedious analyſis that golden pre- 
cept, LV. ceavrOY,' your motto ihould have 


been * Fronti nulla fides: And then (to uſe your 
own ſublime Dy It would approximate 


* Vide Monthly Review, 8 17 89 P. 68: 
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Hearer' to truth and propriety. Vour preface con. 


ſiſts chiefly of infallible prognoſtics. It is very 


natural and obvious to expect the reſentment of 
thoſe from whom your ſatire is drawn, although 
they ſhould be within the circle of your corre- 
ſpondence. It is, however, pity that you have 
not given real names, &c. as they ee 
then had an opportunity of quoting a little Latin, 
Greek and Hebrew, as well as you, for themſelves. 
For, as the caſe now ſtands, you have given them 
a fly twitch in the dark, and traduced ah whole 
community in general for {her ſuppoſed dehin- 


quencies. To the ſame purpoſe, you vehemently _ 


declaim againſt ſome pretended divines Who 


.. (through ſecular intereſt) have crept- within the 


Pale of our church, and whom you pronounce to 
de as entirely deſtitute of clafical and divine 
knowledge, &c.— What unwarrantable rant is 
this; if you had not previouſly examined thoſe 


Perſons, or procured another more competent to 


Have done it for you! O but you have paid as 
much attention to the various readings of the Old 
and New Teſtaments, as moſt private men, and di- 
veſted yourſelf of human prejudice; and therefore 
vou may have pfoded the ignorance of eccleſiaſſics 
in general! No ſuch thing, I cry you mercy - And 
I hope to evince the ſame by what follows: But 


to return to your other prophecies in the preface 
Ehe next of which, 1s the method you have 


_ purſued in the diſcuſſion of your ſubjetts (although 
the ancients approved of a dialogue as the moſt _ 
_ eligible way of expoſing abſurdities) meeting the 
diſapprobation of ſome — Here, the parenthetical 
aſſertion is copied nearly verbatim from Tindal's 
preface to his Chriſtianity as old as the Creation.“ 
N J ane to Which 
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Which being treated in dialogues, you ſuppoſed 
appoſite to your purpoſe—But, ſomehow, it was 
not, and for the tollowing reaſons. 1. As that 
manner of writing is the moſt eaſy to an author, 
and the moſt prolix to a reader, ſo alſo it is ſeldom 
adopted by any eminent perſon, except on pole 
mica] occaſions, wherein objections muſt be ſtated 
and replied to, alternately. This (amongſt many 
others which might be ve v, was the caſe 
with N. Tyndal. But, 2. your ſubjefts (though 
they are nearly independent on each other) might 
have been diſcuſſed with more order and propriety 
in another way, But your genius as we are 
10 ſuppoſe being not quite adequate there- 
unto, you luckily fell upon a dialogue, wherein 
the want of thinking connetiedly is re. 
medied; where you could ſay a little yourſelf, : 
and ſleal a good deal from others, without o 
gilaring deficiency of compoſition. Though even 
In the dialogue way you ſeem at a loſs e. .. 


in p. 49. after having made the Scholar quote a. 


quantum ſufficit from the remarks on Rouſſeau's 
Fgmilius; you the Maſter not knowing what to 
reply, direaly rejoin, © Mr. Thomas, you might 
have gone a little farther with the remarks on the 
fame author, which, if I recollett right, contain 
theſe words. when ſome more quotat!on ac- 
| cordingly follows, *and fills up all the mighty 
„„ „ind 2dly in p. 74. vou 
the truly original and inventive Maſter anſwer. 
Mr. Thomas thus: Mr. Thomas, you generally 
ſtop ſhort in your quotations, &c. Upon which 


Fou amply ſupply ſuch a defictency—lt it be any] 


As an author, therefore, there is no affinity be- 
tween you and Tindal, though you copy ſo much 


„ 
from him, and would make us believe it were your 
own. Your third prediction is, that * the Lite- 
rati will be too apt to think lightly of the whole 
production, from your having endeavoured in one 
part to ſhew that it is very poſſible for knowledge 
and ſcience to be attained by thoſe who are no col- 
lege, 8 3 | 
Patience, heavens and common ſenſe! what 
| bigot or fool upon earth ever once doubted ſuch 
a plain, ſelf-evident fact? Or do the learned, in 
particular, maintain ſuch an extravagant dogma, 
that fair Science only manifeſts her luminous 
- preſence within the narrow precintts of a college! 
_ Surely, this is too-ridiculous to imagine—There- 
fore ſince you have been kind enough to prove the 
contrary (after a faſhion.) for the inftruftion of the 
world, the conſequence ſeems to be that every 
rational man (whether learned or not) will deem it 
an aſſront to his ſenſes and infallibly think lightly 


of your motley publication. The fact is (as the 


Monthly Review indirectly concludes*) you have 


inveighed againſt an univerſity education, quod ſic 


probo. You ſay, p. 12. there are many advan- 


tages to be derived therefrom, &c. Which is little 
more than a repetition of what was ſaid in the 
preface, p. 4. and fo far, only a poſſibility is ſug- 
geſted. But from the too frequent and notorious _ 
abuſe of thoſe advantages, which you have after- 
_ wards deſcribed, there ſhould ſeem but {mall pro- 
 bability of ſtudying in College to advantage, till 
the ſame was reformed—which however, does not 
| ſeem likely to take place—and ſince (as you have 
_ elſewhere, profeſſedly ſhewn) men may become 


* Vide, No, for Jan, 1789, p- 68. „ 
5 „„ ſcholars 
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ſcholar by a orivile education, the inference is 
_ undeniably apparent, that you have condemned in 
10 to the attending an Univerſity at all. Q. E. D 
But may there not be ſome congruity in all this 
to your own circumſtances in life? One might 
reaſonably ſuppoſe ſo. Not having had yours 

an Univerſity education to boaſt of, you may have 
been paving the way to your eaſy admiſſion into 
holy orders. And this conjecture receives ad- 


ditional corroboration from one of the reaſons. 


ou aſſign for writing: (pref. p. 4) viz. That 
amn unwearied aſſiduity will ſurmount the greateſt 


ER difficulties, if what Horace ſays be true, 5 Ni 


mortalit ns arduum . Io 
But what you have introduced elſewhere againſt : 
church authority, ſeems exactly calculated to an- 
nul the plea. And, truly, you had better never 
become a member of the clerical fraternity, for 
ſuch illiterate coxcombs as divings may be 
Irightened to death at the ſolemnity of your de- 
meanor, and the profundity of your knowledge. 
Alas ! what illuſtrious inſtances of your theologi- 
_ cal talents, already ſtand upon record. The firſt 
(p. 19) is a computation of the number of religious 
jetts who obtain in the known world. You ſuppoſe 
there to be no leſs than one for every day in the 
year! And what is a ſtill more wonderful diſcovery, 
you have found that all of them do reſpectively lay 


claim to the rectitude of their multifarious creeds, 


_ Irom ſcripture. Yet, permit us to ſtate our hum- 
ble opinion on the matter. Though we never 
heard of ſo great a number of diſſentient brethren, 

we always conſidered the moſt conſiderable part * > 

CI: as ä agreed in the prime 

eſſentials 


ee.ſſentials of religion. The bible muſt. ſurely be 
of a very ambiguous and' ſuſpicious complexion 

to countenance, in the leaſt degree, no lefs than 

365 different ſyſlems. There are, undoubtedly, 


a great many of us who differ about immaterial 


1 3 ot ſuch as are not immediately requiſite to 
| falvation. And which does not at all / appear 
a manifeſt abſurdity; but is moſt piouſly ace 
counted for, by what you obſerve in another place, 
that we cannot all think alike in this probationary 
tate, ſince univerſal ſentiments can exiſt only in 
that ſtate of perfection which lies beyond the 
grave. O but perhaps you will reply, I only 
meant that 365 different religions could not all be 
true at once Which nobody ever doubted, and 
which you alone have undertook to * reconcile. 
But firſt let the foundation be eſtabliſned upon 
which you hazard the {aid extravagant ſuppoſition 
of there being © as many fects as there are days in 


ie year. And when that be done, we will hear 


_ thee again of this matter. In the mean time 
or a ſpecimen of your other theological and 
moral puerilities, we need look no farther than 


chat huge ſentence (p. 34 and ſeq.) which finiſhes 


with theſe words, EozAbov eg Tyv uagey Ts KU- 
dis o. For, to hear you talking of the doftrine 
of felf-righteouſneſs' would completely ſurfeit an 
intelligent mind. Laſtly, moſt ſchoolmaſters are 
Content to undertake the primary branches of a 
learned education, and for the higher parts refer 


to an Univerſity— But ſome feel ſo bold and big 
with their claſſical and oriental ſcraps, that per- 


. haps they would ſuperintend the whole of a Theo- | 
_ logian's 'Tuniowd: Shellutum admiſſi riſum tenea- 


tis. 


Lag amt?” Your manner of writing and quoting 
ſerves to remind us of that race of beings, of whom 
Terence ſays, * Plurimum amant, minimum poſ- 
unt. The Greek and Hebrew characters perhaps 
you know, and a few Latin phraſes, which repeti- 
tion may have familiarized. But as you would 
have us believe you to be a linguiſt, metaphyſician 

and philoſopher, you are now hereby challenged 
before the tribunal of the public, to paſs an exa- 
mination by either of the reſpettable gentlemen _ 
who reviewed your Dialogue, or any other they 

ſhall pleaſe to appoint for the purpoſe; and mind, 
vou muſt have no tranſlation, dictionary, lexicon, 

or accidence at hand. The public, therefore, are 

moſt reſpettfully called upon to obſerve, whether 

you ſo come forward in ſupport of your pretenſions 
or ſhrink, * obſtinately ſullen' at the very 

Notion. Nou for the ſubject of plagiariſm, Mr. 

Thomas, ——ſhut the door, John.“ (p. 78) Beſides, 
three- parts of your book being copied almoſt ver- 
batim from Dr. Cheyne, N. Tindal, the book of 
Geneſis, &c. &c. there is one ſeventh part occu- 
pied with diſtinguiſhed quotations, and almoſt the 

whole remainder filled up with ceremonial phraſe, 
_ needleſs repetition, dull narration, and Judicrous 
_— fayings-————while the entire work (excluſive of 
the title page, table of errata, and lift of ſubſeri-_ 
bers) makes no more than 122 pages, {mall duo. 
decimo, each containing 22 lines, large type; 
leaded. Much more might be faid againſt this 
rhapſodical piece, but when the candid and inge- 
nuous public ſhall have compared it with the 
preceding animadverſions, they will doubtleſs be 
) Cl | 3 
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Lonvinced that it Math" already been tallen more 
notice of than it deſerved. So ſhall it prove a 
7 warning to the critics; in future; net to take 100 
much pains in deſtroying thoſe things which in 
time would die of themſelves.“ On the other hand, 
a truly great auth, however he may be knafl 
and ca ped at? will maintain his intrinſic eminence, 
Even W when n Himſelf Is oy, ever fled Manas, Vale. 
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